DOCOHEIT BESOBE 



ED 2Q0 3B9 



fiC 012 64a 



AOTHOi 
TITLE 

IHSTITOTICM 

fiEPO£T HO 
POB DATS 
HOTE 

AVAILABLE FfiOH 



EDfiS PfilCE 
DESCaiPTOHS 



IDENTIFIE5S 



Nehrt, £07 C. 

Private Schools in Anerican Education. 

national Center for Educational Statistics <2DJ, 

tfashington, D.C. 

IiCES-S1-lC4 

Jan 81 

U3p. 

Statistical Inforaation Office, liiationai Center for 
Education Statistics, 205 Presidential B-i^ig., UOO 
Haryland Ave.^ SH, Washington, DC, 

HF01/PC02 Plus Postage. 

Boarding Schools: ♦Catholic Schools; *Coaparative 
Analysis: Educational History: Elementary Secondary 
Education: Federal Programs: ♦High School Graduates: 
Parochial Schools: ♦Private Schools; ♦?ubiic Scnocls; 
School Size; School Statistics: Single Sex Schools: 
♦Student Teacher Ratio 
First Aoendfient 



ABSIfiACT 

The vital, soaetiiaes controversial contrioution Df 
private schools to American education is documented by data gathered 
fxoa 1976 to 1979. Although the totals reported are estimates because 
■any values had to be statistically imputed, many patterns emerge. 
The proportion of private schools to all schools has varied only 
slightly since 1932. Although the number of private schools is 
currently decreasing at a faster rate than the number of public 
schools, private enrollment shovs a slower decline. Eighteen percent 
of all elementary and secondary schools are private. Private schools 
enroll over 10» of all students; employ 11* of ail teachers: account 
for lOX of all high school graduates: and generate and spend about t% 
of the total amount spent for elementary and secondary education. 
Among private schools. BOX have church affiliation; 501 are Catholic 
schools enrolling 6UX of all private school pupils. Enroiitents in 
Catholic schools are declining but those in other church schools are , 
rising. AI50, 65X of private schools are elementary level with 59» of 
all private schools students: 12* are secondary with 2U of the 
students: and 17» combine both levels with 13* of the students. 
Pupil-teacher ratios are generally lower than the 1976 public school 
average. (SB) 
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Foreword 



The'pninar>' purpoW of this report is to provide 
an abstract ot statistical information about private 
elemental and secondan schools in the L'nueCl 
States, This mfomiaUon was denved from a recent 
series of surveys conducted bt the National Center 
fur fcducation Statistics. The report incluiks 
histcr.cal data along with certain ^ompansi>ns of 
public and pnvaie school data for selected years. 

Numerous people contributed m one way or 
another to the development of this report. In 
particular, coninbutions of the Center staff 
deserve recognition Joaneli Porter for managing 
the national survey series. Richard Cook and 
Roslyn Korb for expert guidance on statistical 
methodologs': Thaddeus Chmura for directing 
, automatic data processing operations, and William 
Sonnenberg f u assistance in developing tabular 



presentations and providing computer p'i>gram- 
mmg. Credit goes also to Robert Lainborn ol the 
Council for .\menvan Private tducaiion and 
Rhoda Goldstein of the Natioaal Catholic Educa- 
tU 'Mil Association for their efforts in - gaining 
cooperation of the private scho«.>I officials in the 
d^!a ci-»llect" )p. and editmg phases of the burve> 
work, ••inally. the work of Donald _McLiugf)h!i 
and Lauress Wise (of the Statistical Analysis Grt>>up 
in Fdu^a^ion. American institutes for Research > 
m input;tion riieiht)dol<^g\' and research ifiadc 
pi^s^ble m«uc reliable estmiates of pn;ate bch<H»l 
data. 

Information contained m^this icpori and m a 
computer tape file which may be purchased from 
the Center should assist educaiiohai policy ana- 
lyst* and planners m the coming decade a^ the 
Federal role m private educatii)n is debated. 

\ 



Norman D. Beller 
Assistant Administrator 
Division of Elementary and Secondary 
Education Statistics 

January I^M 
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ir»:\>murion sboui the Cenier's btaiisiu'il pr.^- 
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Highlights 



A recent senes ot sarvc\$ wonducied by the Na* 
nonii Center for tJucation statistics shous that 
almost four-finhs of the private schools have a 
church atTih»t:on. about percent serve pupils ot 
only one st-x. and dbout percent serve boardme 
students. / ; . 

An estmated 18 percent of ail of the elenien- 
l -> and secondary schools in the United States 
arc under private control and 



• eniplov 1 I percent of the total 
number of teachers 

• account for about 10 percent 
fhe hi^ school graduates 

• generate and spend about o perwent 
of the total amount expended for 
elementary and seconch.ry edu- 
cation 



• enroll more than 10 percent of the 
total numbier of pupils 



• have generally lov^er pupil teacher 
ratios than public schoolt 



• tend lo he smaller than public sch(X)ls 



VI 



Figure 1 -Private school statistics at a giaixre, faiil 1978, by church afiSiatioa 




Figure 2.-Ptmte ^ool sutistics at a giaocc. faH I97S. by t> pe of school 
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Introduction 



- ^.::...?:-.j;::'V.:-:-:;:i- vv/i:i:i. 

. - • ^ sJ..H.i ! .v. . 

^ ^'j'.- ^vJM' .1' i« >:) 'A e\pi;^Miv (j^'liiicJ i:; 

"\ u:c ::,.^:'<>!:t .JftiA. \> LlC \>^^0. 40 

^^:;iM'N i< ::j A'\:".\r^-z :v:vj:c Pr;vj:c 
* I'. -A ori:..i: uvor M) pcr.jt;! .iMiiJ Jiil^rcri 

t 

h.>r!; Ji .jrJ-,-j!i;;:ji:J jii^i noiutfiluicJ 

c.jii.jt.or^ riicv ^i-o J .^^[iMjiil jenlL'i 

liji:'. -jTsjl 0 Ju^ jli. fiul Of^portuni'v h»r all i>t i>u: 
wh»'.)l Jiic ^hiluicn. a IraJ;li»;iijI ^>ut>IIj:> holds 

'ainIi !i^c;r ^f:il>i*n .^dii^ji.'J in public i>i 

privjtj s^i'OMis. InjL^Ca, J ijriJrijrk d-:^Msi*^n ot 
\ S Sup-J:r..' { r\ \:\ 1^ jrM^uLleJ ihis 
.-•pnI,* iih f pjr:ii!^. ^c^crTilolc^^. 

"A hero'* :r ^< .'^ .T'l::!--!!: .iM.vipt^ ti^ rcjuljtc ■ : Ji^: 
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^<pJ'J'i'>M j::*- :i:.p..;v! :n >■ 

\ .\;'^.^'ii^;:u-M : 'n ;!;.(•. . i^jii 'l.c ■ 
;■ ciit .! 'Ul :v.\iJxo:.. I.js J. ::h .ji/d 

.j-^.^N : j^i ..j.jJo. ll. .-v.- . ^^-j' 

C.'JM :u!cl: . ii:>!llUI:o:ij: j N^a ij>i 
\aI:.^!i rc'.i'ib ;v > .lic s^L. u »U i» jiicr u w k 

\\\-: S: j;.--rijiujj' j>: p..-..:ij:n. I'l ..'n:!.!.. 

•[i.'u^h, tfi*' :u- jliovst-d pa^^h. Mjii.i- 

M:bidJi:!L' d -o^t ji'Vcrrrnc'ii >ub^;u:c^ \ ' ^Mi:Ji- 
j'^llijl^'d cic:roiHj!V jnd Njci'Mdjr> ^^i^o,»^ ii 
^OlM'. !-i ti)c .^'i.icM ot "Jiild Hcr -fn"" i!ijT } 

Cdu^ ;o!l jNNl^lalU J 1 JVS N p:o\ idj 1"1 jK': .i'l .t 

Idii. jt;orijl pLiipciN jiid poi.u\ I;u^.■^> ^iv 
:tli MurcJMirj ncvjucn^> 

• Arc llic\ -ruivin- .1! ';\pt-!r,' imiH- 
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' ^ vicvjde. The dju iiuiud-jJ m ifiis report prouJe j j:!t>fu o\ ^^1: ^ Thc^c ^acu' 
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*j'>r:*al overview anJ Lu:ne\i in uliuh ^onie ».'t' ^j^c j-bM^uiue ot Pk- Couit.;! t^r Ai:icruj:i l*ir.-i 

ihovj i^vJt•^ .vn L'\ur:ii:TL-ii. However. lf:c\ !jA I j'u: N i^:- mj: ( jlhwii^ [ J.u^l 

.*::v:.en: Jetj.. t ■ JdJ:e^^ ^pc.ifij is^uei. DjIj ^ti ANV>..u!h-n L'ju iuiiw ^ ji,u::ie:.: 'Mi • : 

:';:e ^*-*r pu^!:. jnj ivivate svliowls. cru^.'il- 'l^^ ^^'^^^^ t-^r t!; r^jp' rl 



Historical Context 



Before examining more recent data on private 
scluH>ls. it would be well to study historical data 
to develop a context in which the more recent 
data can be interpreted. Allhougji private schools 
date back to colonial limes in the United States, 
reasonably complete and accurate statistical data 
wvre not available before 1932 33. These data 
show that, while ihi: number of private schools 
and their enrollments have increased over ihe past 
luif'vcntury. their proportions to the total number 
t>f Schools and enrollments have varied only slight- 
ly during this period. 

At the peak of ihe great depression in 1932-33. 
private schools enrolled about 8 percent of the 
total number of elementary and secondary stu- 
dents (table A). This increased to a peak of 13.6 
percent in 1%0-61 and has apparently stabilized 
m recent years at about 11 percent. Both the 
number of private Schools and enrollment have 
alm )Si doubled between 1932 and 1978. The 
average si/e of private schools increased from 196 
pupils per school in h^32 to over 300 in I960 and 
then declined To 259 in 1978. 



Althougii enrollments more tlian doubled dui- 
ing the last half-century, the numboi of teachers 
has almost quadruple\l. with the result that pupil/ 
reacher rauos decreased significantly at the elc- 
mentarv level. At ilie secondary level, hi'\*.cvor. 
these ratios increased somewhat from 14.1 in 1^*32 
to 17.1 in 1978. 

Between 1932 and 1900. about 90 percent of 
the privjte schools were churcli-affiliatOd. By 1970 
this had dropped to 84 percent, and by 1978 it 
had dropped further to about 80 percent. Data 
published by the National ^atholic'^hducjtioiial 
Association show a marked decrease m the number 
of Catholic schools beginning in the niid-1960's. 
This decrease accounts, in large measure, for the 
noticeable decline in the number of cliurch-affilut- 
ed schools. 

Private sclio^ . enrollmertis rose from 2.0 mil- 
lion pupils in 19-2 to over ^.2 million ir l%0and 
hjve smce declined to 5.1 million in 1978. Private 
school enrollment changes generally parallel those 
of public schools. 
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Public/Private School 
Comparison 



publu" scliooU \^ A qucslioit lUkjUClUK Jbkcd. 11k* 

qUCbllOU bul do provide ^OIIK* ILsCUiI Mlblglllb. As 

sliDVMt jbi)VL\ priv.iii: Swlii>ol cnrolliiKMils duiiiii: 
ifie pj>t lulf-century j percen:ai:^.* o\ ioIjI clc^ 
tuefiljrv jnd scv<)iidjrv ^:ll^oll^!K•IU^ luve vjncd 
jit»und 10 pcfCLMii, ll lb evidcMl troin ijblc B llui 
lur cjlIi vjfublc cxjinnicd. llic pnvjic s^wlioi>l 
pcrccntjiic ot' llic loijl lus rcinjm^."d reljiivcly 
woiibijiu Juiiiiii til-: ihicc vcjrs ino^i rcccinlv 

B ind (■ sh>)w iliji ihc IdIjI whool cii- 
rollniciit dccrcjwd bv -vO pcrccnl bcl\^ccn tjll 
1^70 JiiJ from :^ nullioii !o 4^.7 linllion. 

The number ot pupiU jiiciidmi: pnvjit? scliooU. 
Ih>wc\cr. Jccrcjsed jt .i n1ov\ci laie. ] t> percent 
(ijble ( ) 



Olliei MUjll dilte^.MKes Jte rmieJ iii i.j'^e^ B 
jiid (" Ilie numtK'i ot p'ujie beiiooU des. ie>tMiii: 
jl J I jbier rjie ( M w 0> peieeni ) than ilie luim 
bcr ot" public bciiools. Alifiou^h the loijl emoll- 
liienl decreased, the loui number ot" leaeheib 
showed J net mereaw ot 0.7 peieenl between 
l^i7(, J,, 1 with llk^ result that pupil teathet 

ratios were impi'.)\ed blinhiK . 

Between school \ears 1^^5>7b jnd 1^7o-^7 i},,. 
total number ot hidi whool graduates deeieased 
b\ l^.UOO rO > percent). Ihe decrease in private 
hiiili bcliool graduates (17 percent I was hiiiher 
than in pubhc who«)N (0.4 percent ). 

Maviiii: Jeveh)ped this background and peispec- 
ti\e. we mav now e\jmme the MMiilaiities a'u' dit- 
terences that exist amoiii! the piivjte schools 



tns Gngir^ document jvas bbnlL / 



Private Schools 
1976-77 to 1978-79 

Summary of selected 
data by denomination 

C i»nsidorable vanatum in the data reported hv 
the ;>everal dcnommalii>ns is evident from table D: 
.\]most rwt)'thirds of the pupils attending private 
Schools attend Cathohc schools as contrasted wlt^^ 
lr»NS than one-tenth of one percent attending 
sch(K>ls attliiated with the hastern Orthodox 
Churcli. Lutherans rank second among the atTiliat- 
ed Scho»>ls n,5£KJ schools) with Seventh Day 
Advcntisis rankiiig third (about 1. 100 schools). 
LebS than ICK) scht>ols each were reported as being 
jYtlhdted with the hastern Ortliodox, Metht)dtst. 
and Presbyterian churches. 

Between ihe fall o\ l97(/jnd !97s. increases m 
pupil enrt>llrnent were reported ft)r ait denomina- 
tions cxy^pt Caiiioiic and Methodist, with de- 
creases of about 4.5 percent reported for each. 
The number of non-affiliated schools decreased by 
about 5.5 percent, with j I. ^5^ percent decrease in 
enrollment observed. 

Pupil teacher ratios also vaned markedly from 
the national private school average of I,S,6 in 
l^7H. The lowest pupif teacher *atio was found in 
the Friend^^ «sch«>oIs (10.6). ^with Xhe.M'UjHd 
lowcsi m the non-affiliaied schooiyfTl .8). Ca- 
tholic schools had the highest pupif^teacher ratio 

(::.8). ^ 

^ The ratios compare to a national average for 
public schiM)ls of 19.4 in 1978. With the excep- 
tion of Calvinist. Catholic, and Lutheran schools, 
pupil, teacher ratios' in private schools w?te lower 
than tlie national public school average. 



Changes IxnwetMi fall 1^^76 
and -fall 1978 

OveialL the number of private schools do- 
creased by ^2 1 percent (table \ ). The largest 
decrease was found among the special. vijKatioiial. 
and alternative schools. 5.3 percent. The smallest 
decrease was observed among tlie elementary and 
middle schools. 1.7 percent. Increasing costs and 
t)ther ectmvHiuc t"ac:ors. along with continuing 
decreases in the sc[iot)l-age populatioi). probably 
* account tt)r tlie overall decrease. 

Changes in pupil membership do not consistent- 
ly tollow the decreases in the number of scIiodIs. 
Althougli the total number of schools decreased 
by 2.1 percent, the total number of pupils decreas- 
ed by 1 .6 percent. The nuniber of pupils attending 
combined elementary and iccondary schools, how- 
ever, increased by 3.5. percent, while ihe number 
of such schools decreased by 2.1 percent. This 
indicates an apparent shift from elementary and 
secondary -schools to tlic combined elementary 
and secondary school, which is also growinjj larger. 

Decreases in the numbers of Catholic scl^ools. 
students, teachers, and high school graduates were 
also observed during this period. Other denomma- 



The diwussion and tabular presentations in this anJ 
the following scctums are based upon estimates 
derived frt>m incomplete rcp'.)rtin^ during the ihrcc- 
year survey series. These estimates were generated jt 
usjttg a statistical imputation methodology developed 
t(» assign values to incomplete reT>orts. Sct>pc and 
limitations uf the survey are discmj^sed in appendix A, 
The imputation mctmKlology is described in appeniiix 
D 



ti»)iis. however. rcpiuleJ hi b >ili puj>ih. 

jnd icjlIkt^. riic icIsDuU vMilj lU) jfTilijiion ^lu)vv- 
eJ J Jcercjx^ :n ihe iiuinber of pupils but jn iii- 
wieJ^c ill tlie iiUMiber ot lejcliers. 

Alllioagli ihe lUiiiibcr ot b*>jrdiiv^ Sclionb jiiJ 
bnjrdiiig stlu)ol pupils JecrcjseJ. llicrc were iii- 
Lrejiei in tl)^ iiLiinbeis ot schools. pupJs. icjchers. 
jiiJ hiiih !><:lu)ol grjJujies in seliools that served 
hoih dj\ jiid bojrdmg students. The laruest ni- 
crejsc> occurred jnioiiii the schools alTiluied with 
deiio!nnijlion> other thjp. ( jtholu jnd th^* nv)n- 
. jtYih.iicd WM(."}s (tjble I I. 

Another jritcrestnig plicnonieiion is the inLrejse 
in Schools, pupils, tejcliers. jnd hik:fi school iirjdu- 
jtes m the- schools thjt serve a smiile sc\. The 
larger increases were observed in bo\s' ^ct ^ ils j 
3^ percent increase in the number ut e!cnic:itai> 
and r.ii ldle schi»ols. with a "0 percent increase in 
ttitr number of students < table F ). The overall in- 
cioases ;i; the number of schoi>ls and pupils was 
jb.«ut percent, with an II percent increase in 
teachers in the bo> s schools. The non-aftlliated 
Schools showed the largest increases, with the 
C atholiL sLh»H>ls aUo sfiowuii: increases. 

In jjcnerai. the riunibcrs of schools, pupils, 
teachers, and hii!h school graduates decreased 
priinarilv in ihe coeiliiLatii)naI and dav schools, 
iiicreaNes were fiuiiij anioni: the combined 
boardiiii! sJi"ois 'and lliose servuiii a sirielc St?\, 

School characteristics 

Ilio v.ist TiiJii.Mi'v iniurt.- ib.iri *^() perLOriT) of 
pr!^. itc >cii»'«MN jrc ^♦>L-iliiLjr!»?r al and da\ Sl1i«)»^,^ 

:.if. ji:! :n;.^J;.' nvIj-m.in inklT..iiit".i! *hc vTctii: 



level Added to tlii> ma)oiit\ . I" |>eiLeiii *>I the 
private schools are elassiti-.d a^ LOinbincil clc- 
meMai) and s;.'c<Mid.ji\ . Almost 0 percent ot ihc 
private SLho.»l> jre classitled as special, voejtioiial 
and ahetnativc sehoi»N. alniost double the piop. i- 
Hon ot such seliools ft>und m the piiblie sector 

Alnu)st foui-fitthv id the private schools have a 
ehureh atTiliation. about 50 percent are C'athohc 
and 30 perLeni aie atTihateiA^vith i)lher denomina- 
tions. More than tluee-tlfths . of the elcinentaiv . 
middle, ami secondar> schools are CatholiL . About 

peicenl o\ the combined elemenlarv and see- 
ondaiA schools are non-C atholic or non-.itliliated 
.•\bout ^^ percent ot the speciaK voeatU)nal. and 
alternative schi^ols are also iu>n-Cathohc or non- 
afnliaied. 

Less tlian 3 peiLcnt ot the Catholk schools 
seive boarding students and about percent serve 
pupils of a sirrde sex (table Ml. In contrast, about 
T percent of th.e schools Aith other affiliations and 
almost 15 percent of the non-affiliated schooK 
serve board mii; students. About 7 percent ot the 
noii-at filiated schools ami less tlian 5 percent of 
the non-(^jtholic allihated schools serve students 
of a siniile sex. 

Sv.'ho<)l cnroliment si/e vjries considerably 
jLCiudinu to type i»f school, facility, soa i>t stu- 
dent served, and aftlliation { table U. More than ^^0 
percent of the elementary and middle schools and 
H> percent of the sectnidirv scluiols with ilioie 
than 400 pupiK iie'( alhohc. In contrast, of the 
elementary and middle schools with less fhan KKf 
pupils. >() percent are non-( atl;(»lic with 25 
percent liavmj no jftlliatiori. The majoritv ot 
schorls emoIlMU' mofe than 400 pupils .ire 
(ailiMlu elLincntarv. middk*, arul seLoiuijrv 
schools, while tiie maioutv of schonls . rirolhtii: 
'ess ih.in 400 pupil, are n»'n-( jtiw-iic schonK. 
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I l.llOc'tl pCftOm ol the NCMlbJ ^t.lJ-.MitS 

i»t J ^indc lmmoH in< k* iIum 4iM.) pu[>il Moic 
ilun 40 pcf*.eiii of" !{k' ^>L'n>iiJjr> N».hou;> thjf 
L-iirollcJ iiioie tiijn 400 pliplI^ CiUv»lk*J piiiJiU 

FVivate school membership 

NImto !fLi[i ^ nnlliori Jiiliircii jMcnJcJ pri\jlL* 
11) cjJi r,\ i!k' lluv-'c >c.ir> iroin tjll 1^^"(.> 
J). Ali:ii'Ni iwo-llurJs ot' ihcin 
jf:v'!!Ji*J ( jtlioiic NLfiwt'N. \Mlh Ic^s tl'j!i 1 pci- 
«.s.*ni .iMr'fi.liriij iicii-jtlViUtt^i >l1i»m»K. A^oiU iU 
pcr.oi>*» ttic pupiK jiicndL-J wlh^uU scr\iii^ 
p!*y|f> <■! i sex. wlnlv* ih.iii p'v'r>.'eiit 

i^!ii>oi pMpiK Aor-j .'rir< >i!*.' J in ^l! jmU wrMiii: 
^iMTdLMj ^t'iuOiUN. b'-it more ihjii lu pcrv-L-ni i>: 
!lic ('jtiiMlic ^c!i<H.| stiiJenU were iii >Ji<)<->U -. 
^erv:ru ^iiiJertU ot j siiiirie ie\. In Lonirjsi. jhtui: 
" pe:.eni n\ \hc p'lpiU in sehn*>U with «)lher jT- 
I:hjth>n^ jn*i 15 percent of tfie pupiN in iiun-j;- 
iili^TeJ NthrjoU w;jte in schooU tiul ier\e bojidirbj 
>rij(ieii*N AU«>. jboul ^ percent i>t ihc pupils in 
v,hiu»K wiiir other dtfilutions aiiJ " f^rcent in 
:v.->f! •jri'ih.ileJ ^^iiooU .,r!ended Sl[ujv>U wliieti 
^er'wjJ pupiU ni J Ninele w\. 

Ml. re Hum hjl: ot the privjtc ^ehool pupils (55 - 
per^ctiM wj'e ^-nrolieJ in i*.hoiiU with less tiiaii 
4()rj itjhle L) More than iwo-ihirJs of the 

ele::u*nMr\ anj niij^:!c School .students- were 
ci!f.)!!ed m sjiooh witli !cn^ than 400 pupils. But 
mure tfiaii lhree-touMh> of the seeoiidary school . 
purii> were fouiid in SLhi>oU with more than 400 
P'.ipiU \^i>ui ninet> percent, ot the niembj^rship 
m sci-ooU with more than 400 piipiU at both the 
el.-!ne:ifar> and se*.ondar> levels were fourid in 
( atiiohv iv.tM>oi^. On the other hand, in schools 



w;!h le^^ than 100 pupiU. liom to MJ ptMv,vMt 
o! tile !neiri[K*i>iiip enri<lled tn n*>n-(a;liohv aiul 
11' »n-jfl*iliated seh*)' >U. 

Classroom teachers 

l'n\ate i».iiooU eniplo\ed nu)ie than a ijiiaitei- 
million leaviii-ri in ea».h of the linee \eaisUjhl. 
N! ), More than half ih.e tej».iieii served iii( atiiolk 
^eh^^oU. Willi the renianider about e\eiil\ dnidevi 
hetueeii otiiei atliliath>[U and liie iioii-al tiluted 
Neiio.ils \liiie than W neieen'l ot tie teacheiN 
^eI\ed 1! da\ ^».lio».|^ aiid alnu)>t ^M) peieejit 
were m L»)edu^ational sehv^pl^- 

Althouuh 5'^ pei^ent oi 'he pupiU attended 
ele:neniar\ and middle SLho«>li. oai> 4^> p:iL».tit ot 
tiie 'leachci^ worked m theNe ivhiioU. fe>uliine \i\ .» 
iutiiiei pap ' teaeher ratio jn tlifst* seli(»ol.. than in 
>e(.oiidai> ^hooli. About an etjua! nuinl'ei oj^ 
tea^.her^ ser.ed in be^ond-UN and *.on)hine<r ele- 
nKMitar\ Nei. )tular\ b^!;o»)li <ihi:htl> t»\et (.)0.(K)i) 
in jueli ). 

The vli^TiibLiHjii ii\ teachers m >v.lu>oN beiMn-: 
hojrdine i!udens anu students o; a siiiete ^ex 
followed t!ie membership pattern. Near!\ 20 per- 
cent of the teaJiers in seeondarv seliooU utMked 
in ^chooU ier\mc hoardtnc stuJenl>. and 40 p. 
^ent of tile se^ondarx school leathers work^ed i't 
nlIiooK tiia! ber\ed studenti o! a siniile ser. 

Amonu the Caih<)hc slIsooK. percei i ot the 
teachers ^served in day sciujois. ^0 present ot i1ie 
tcaLhcrs in schools with oilier afriha!h)ns were in 
day sctHhjIs. but less than ^0 pcrLeiit m fion-af- 
filiated m:Iio<»K worked in da> s»,hoi;Is (table N) 
f-or sclhx^K serving: a sincle sex/ t'ne pa1te*:n waN 
differetit. more than 15 percent Df the teachers 
worked m ( athtilic NchiM)is and 10 peiven! in 
i)tlier scl'.oolv 
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The distribution* pattern of teachers by size and 
type of school closely follows !ha! of the member- 
ship pattern (table 0). The majority of teachers 
assigned to elementary and secondary schools with 
more than 400 pupils are found in Catholic 
schools, while the majority of teachers in schools 
with less than 100 pupils are found in the noo- 
r.ithohc scht>ols. 

Pupil/teacher ratios, 
fall 1978 

Private school pupil /teacher ratios are a func- 
tion of school type and size. When the total num- 
ber of pupils attending private schools was divided 
by the total number of teachers, the resulting ratio 
was IH.6. For elementarV and middle schools*, this 
ruiio was hi^i?r. 22.5. The ratio was lower m sec- 
ondary schools. I 7.1 . and in combined elementary 
and secondary schools it was 14.5. As would be 
expected, it was much lower (7.2) :n the special. 
vtxationaJ. and alternative schools. 

The pupil teacher ratios were highest in the 
Catholic sch(X)ls. with a ratio of 22.8. compared to 
a ratio of 1 1.8 in the schools with no church af- 
filiation (table P). The pupil 'teacher ratio in the 
nop-affiliated secondary sch(H>ls was almost half 
that found in the Catholic secondary schools 
(10 8 vs. 19.1 ). 

Much lt)wcr pupitteacher ratios were found in 
sch(x>ls servmg bo/rdmg students than in day 
sch(K)ls. Schools s^ing only boarding students 
had the lowest ritins 13 0 in elementary and 
middle schiX)ls. and 9.9 m secondary schools. 
The ratio, however, in boardirg schools servmg 
special education pupils was only slightly lower 
' than ihat found in the day schools (7.3 compared 



The same pattern is tound in schools serving 
students of a srngle se\, these schools generally 
tend to have a lower ratio than that found in the 
coeducational schools. At the elementary level, 
it was substantially lower, about 7 pupils per 
teacher less. The difference at the secondary 
level was much less, with boys' secondary schools 
having a^slightly higher ratio than the coeducj 
tional secondary schools. 

Si/e of school has the greatest effect on pupil/ 
tea^k^rutjo. In all cases, legardless of'typj of 
school anS>>^fiJiation. the schi>ols enrolling less 
thaii 100 pupi^^d the lowest ratios (table Q): 
those w ith 100 to 400 pupils had the next highest 
ratit)S; and those with more than 400 pupils 
recorde J the higliest ratios. Large differences were 
observed in all categories. For example, in elemen- 
tary and middle schools with less than 100 pupils. 
*.he pupil/jeacher ratio was 13.7. But in schools 
with more than 400 pupils, this ratio be< ime 27.4. 
almost 14 pupils-per-teacher greater. Similar large 
differences were noted in the other 'types of 
scht)ols. The most striking difference was seen in 
the Catholic secondary ^hools. where the oupil 
teacher ratio in sch(Xjls with nfore than 400 pupils 
was almost three times that* found in schools with 
less than lOOpupils (204 vs. 74). 

High school graduates, 
1975-76 to 1977-78 

Private schcK>ls graduated approximately 
300.000 students from 12th grade in each of the 
three years studied. There was a decrease of over 
5.600 graduates between 1975-76 and 1^77-78. 
however. As noted earlier, secondary school en- 
rollments have also dc reased (table R). 

As would be expec ed. almost four-fifths of the 



10 



high school graduates came from secondary 
schools 

Almost 90 percent of the private high school 
graduates came from day schools. The exception 
was special, vocational, and alternative schools* 
where more than one-third of the graduates came 
from schools serving boarding students. It is also 
interestmg to note that more than one-third of the 
high schooJ graduates came from schools that 
served students of a single sex. In the purely sec- 
ondary schools, this proportion rose to 40 per- 
cent Recall that almost 40 percent of the sec- 
ondary schools served pupils of a single sex. 

Table R shows that more than four-fifths of the 
private school graduates came from schools with 
church affiliation! two-thirds from Catholic 
schooh. Almost all (97 percent) of the Catholic 
high school graduates came from day schools, but 
only slightly more than half of them came from 
coeducational schools (Uble S). About one-fourth 
of the graduates of schools with other affiliations 
came from schools serving boarding students, but 
90 percent came from coeducational schools. Non- 
affiliated schools showed still a different pattern, 
70 percent graduated from day schools and about 
14 percent from schools serving pupils of a single 
sex 

In schools with more than 400 pupils, 77 per- 
cent of the graduates were from Catholic schools 
(table T) In schools with less than 100 pupils, 
however, 86 percent of the graduates were from 
schools with other or no affiliation. The difference 
was more striking in day vs. boarding schools m 
schools with more than 400 pupils, 93 percent of 
the graduates Jerc from day schocJs; but ^fi 
schools with less than 100 students, more than 
one-thi;d were from boarding schools The major- 
ity of the graduates cimc from coet* ^cational 
schools, rcga/dless of size 



Private school participation 
in selected Federal 
assistance programs 

' Recent amendments to legislation authon/^ng 
Federal assistance programs in elementary and 
secondary education require that private school 
pupils be given an opportunity to participate in 
programs and services supported by Federal grant 
funds. Materials and services acquired with these 
funds by public sichool systems must be shared 
with private M:hool pupils. No funds are given 
directly (with the exception of school lunch and 
child feeding programs) to private schools. Private 
school participation in several Federal programs is 
shown in tables U and V. 2 

The highest estimated rate of participation 
(68.2 percent) is found in ESEA, Title IV B, 
which supports library resources, instructional' 
equipment, testing, counseling, ^and guidance 
services. More than 90 percent of the Catholic 
schools and 40 percent of all other schools par- 
ticipated in this progrim. The next highest par- 
ticipation rate (547 percent) was found in the 
school lunch program; almost 72 percent of the 
Catholic and 37 percent of .all other schools 
participated. 

It IS interesting to noie that, although almost 
half of the Catholic schools were estinnated to have 
participated in* the FSEA, Title I, program for 
disadvantaged children, only about 15 percent of 
the other schools did so. t'npubhshed data show 
that more than half of the Catholic schools are 
located in communities of more than 50.000 



Thc« data mutt b€ interpreted with caution, since it 
wii necessary to irnputc responses for mor^ than 30 
perce^nt of the ichocis 
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l9bk \ Historical Nuniman of pmale sthtHil stalivtio for selected years I niled SlaleN. I*)32 33 lo 



Item 



School voar 



Srho ols ... 

Enrollment •. 

teachers 

Average nunber of: 

Pupils per school .... 

Pupils per teacher - 

Elemervcary 

SecondaYy 

Teachers per school 
Percoail; of schools with 

church affiliation ... 
Perciint of total t-p.rt' 1 Iroiu 

( 1 i' in ; :>r :v it r ) . . . 



1932-33 


1940-41 


1960-61 


1970-71 


1978-79 


10,315 


12,727 


13.374 


17,569 


I4,h6 i 


_\026,6J5 


2,61 1,047 


5,236,480 


5,143,182 


•3 ,084 , 297 


68,307 


94,977 


182,170 


216,824 


2 7 2,664 


196 


205 


312 


292 


259 




jr.) 




2 i. 7 


l;..h 


35.8 


3 ■..2 


37.5 


26.9 


22.5 


14. 1 


15.2 


18.8 


17.3 


17.1 


6.6 


7.5 


9.9 


---- -12.3 


13.9 


89.4 


91.3 


90.2 


}.h 


7". 9 


7.7 


10.4 


■ 13.6 


10. 1 


10.7 



* I>jij lOilu^ieJ m V !'•? \i'd:s ^(ftfrt* I4""-''H 

*frf tjk^-n Vfm 'u!-4»t-prjn! rfp .rrs puhlistu*J b\ the 

TaWe B -Summar> oi comparivon> of public and pri\ate school data t niled Stales, fall 1976 lo fall 



|9"H 



Variable 


1976-77 
Number Percent . 


1977- 
Number 


-78 

Percent 


1978- 
Number 


-79 

Percent 


Schools 
Public 
Private 


107,914 
87,331 
20,083 


100.0 
81.4 
18.6 


108,008 
87,935 
20,073 


100.0 
81.4 
18.6 


107,031 
87,365 
19,666 


100 <0 
81.6 
18.4 


Puplla (thousanda) 
Public 
Private 


49,484 
44,317 
5,167 


/ 100.0 
^ 89.6 
10.4 


48,717 
43,577 
5,140 


100.0 
89.5 
10.5 


«.7,697 
42,611 
5,084 


100.0 
89.3 
10.7 

100.0 
69.0 
11.0 


Teachera (thousands) 
Public 
Private 


2,455 
2,186 
269 


100.0 
89.0 
11.0 


2,487 
2,209 
278 


100.0 
88.8 
11.2 


2,472 
2,199 
273 


*Hlgh School 

Graduates (thousands) 

Public 

P'rivate 


3,138 
2,837 
301 


100.0 
90.4 
9.6 


3,141 
2,840 
301 


100.0 
90.4 
9.6 


3,121 
2,825 
296 


100.0 
90.5 
9.5 


Pupil/teacher Ratios 

Public 
- Private 


20.3 
19.2 




19.7 
18.5 




19.4 
18.6 
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The pmkm mmtered p»|t m * ^ 

MiZ original dcaimefit was fcUrfc 



#■ 

Ijble ( -Summjn of public jiid prixjie S4.lu»<»l dittfrences bcrueen IjII |9"6 jiuI IjII I*^TS I'tiitcd 
StateN 

I 197^-77 to 1977-7S 1977-7S to H^7S-79 1976-77 to 197S-79 

Schools 94 0.1 -977 --0/.^ -SS^ -0..^ 

Public 10 4 0.1 -S70 -0.7. -46^) • -0-^ 

Priv.uo -10 -0.1 -;n:^ -:.o -.'4l7 -2.1 

Pripils (f:----. . i:i-!s) -7f>7 -1> -1,0:^ -J.] -1,7S7 
Public 



EKLC 



-7-;0 -1.7 ^ -^Uf, -^2.: -1,70^) -3.9 

-:7 -'\:) ^ -1.1 -SI -Kf> 



To.ichcrs (th.';-«v:s 32 1.3 -H -0.^ 17 0.7 

^>v:bl ic 1;': - -10 -0.') 1 \ n.h 



\.U - 5 - 1 . 1.3 



Cr.uiiiatcs rth.-;.inis) 3 0.1 -0,^ -17 -0.3 

Public 3 -.1 -1) -n.s -i: -n..(. 

Pt;pil/Te;K*::i'r '-.it ios 

PuiSlic -0.6 -f).^^ 

Priv.itr ' -0.7 0.1 -O.f) 
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laMc U Pri\ale Nch*H>l statistics, by affiliation >^ith selected church dcnomiiutoiiN 
^ l iiited States. 1976 tu l*)7H 













Puf.ll/ 


NiMbOf 




lkab«r af 




•(.Kool 


»f 




of 






t«rollM8C 


•U« 




ratio 




Total 


20. Ml 


).i44.i)a 


257 


/ 

3411. 900 y 


19.2 


10^.7)4 




20.071 


5.i)9.S40 


354 


3^0, 150 


11 . 5 


301 . 1 10 




19. M4 


). 064. 197 


359 


r;.444 


11.4 


io:.a44 










1.4 






If'*- 7 


-2.1 


-1.4 






-1.2 














9.109 




•44 


117,442 


314 


10,197 


17.2 




MO 


193,947 


3 20 


11 ,49i 




8 lOi 




•M 


204.144 


35t 


11.445 


17.5 


8.417 


P«r«««t chanfs > 








7.1 








-Of 


• .9 






•2 1 


C«lvlni«t 












2.(15 


If7*-7T 


IM 


4i.ri4 


240 


2.029 


21.4 


1977.7t 


144 


47,117 


3*4 


2. 130 


20. 1 




l»7$.?t 


L44 


47.349 


2*5 


2,290 


20.4 


l!5l3 


PvrcMit cha«f« • 












24,8 


l»'*-77/if7».7f 


-12 


• 0 




1).S 
















207 .4X1 


l»7i-77 


9.*44 


1.423.07} 


>*3 


144.251 


2)4 


l»77-7i 


9.911 


l.)4l.l7S 


137 


145.094 


23.9 




l»7»-7» 


9. •49 


S. 249. 741 


332 


141.152 


22. • 


20>!5»l 














-10 


H74-77/l»7»-7f 


-1.2 


-5.1 




-2.0 














14 . 9 




H7i-77 


14 


2.4M 


190 


157 


H77-7t 


14 


2,421 


193 




14 5 


58 


l»7»-?f 


14 


2.U2 


193 


170 


15.1 


55 


PcrcMt ch«aif* > 












1.8 


l»7fc.77/l»7»-7» 


0.0 


• 9 




• .3 




lf7fc-77 


121 


74.132 


317 


5.129 


12.1 


4.145 


l»77-7f 


lU 


71.914 


3 j5 




12 2 


4 141 


I»7»-7f 


114 


74. 4)2 


243 


4.159 


12.4 


4|2e«» 






f 










l»7»^77/l»7»-7f 


-?2 


2.9 




5.7 




- 1 7 












10. 7 


1 )M 


l«74-77 


M 


14.420 


277 


S . 351 


l»T7-7« 




14.4)1 


211 


1 ,404 




1 )''4 


l«>»-7f 


M) 


14.411 


293 


1.173 


10.4 


i!h2 


f«rc««t chM|* - 








1.5 






l»74-77/H7»-7» 


-1.9 


1.1 






1.4 


Javlak 

l»7fc-77 


412 


•4.497 


234 


7.292 


11.1 


4.382 


l»77-7f 


414 


«1.M4 


230 


7 .141 


12.1 


1 984 

4*347 


i»7»-7» 


404 


101. 7M 


251 


7.717 


11.2 




P*rr*nt ch^ttg* - 








4.1 




0.4 


i»''*-:7/if7»-7f 


-4.0 


5.2 






Lwt^M 








9.700 


21 9 


4.941 


l»7*-77 


1.49* 


313.442 


143 


l*77-7i 


l.49t 


314, 7M 


145 


10.247 


21-2 


^ ))• 


l«7»-7» 


1.4«) 


317.404 


144 


10.lt* 


21 . 1 


51275 


PsrcMt rhaaf* - 








5.1 






lf7*-77/if7»-T» 


-0.7 


2 1 






• • 


> l»'i-77 
1»7'-7| 


44 
• 1 


11.752 
11.4t7 


184 


741 
•04 


15.4 
14.5 


449 
485 

715 


1»7».7» 


40 


11.117 


114 


7>4 


15.2 


PvrrMtt chraf* - 
l»'^77/lf7»-7» 


-4.1 


-4.0 




-11 




9.9 










•17 
•47 
•41 


14. • 
14. 1 
14.9 


499 

541 

520 


n7i-77 
1*7 7-Ti 

i*:*-7f 


»• 
40 
40 


12.142 
13.204 
U.«21 


204 
20) 
214 


7 /l*7*-7« 


1.7 


5.4 




5.4 




4.2 








».5»7 


15 0 
14 3 


8.204 
7. 809 
4.740 


1*^4-77 


l.XS 


l'r).444 


no 


lf7.7| 


1.043 


139.450 


i33 


9.122 


if T|-7» 


1 .104 


14B.157 


lU 


19.714 


M 4 














-17 8 


f V'l»?»-7» 


)y 1 


)4.1 




19.4 














15 5 




l»^i-77 


1.4M 


219.175 


149 


14,133 


lf»T-7| 


l.V)* 


3H.243 


n7 


15.42* 


15 1 


B.742 


l»-»-7» 


I.IM 


2)1. 117 


1 '1 


14.599 


15 9 


8.749 


f»rr#r<t - 














i»7i-7:,'i»7 i-Tf 


-1.0 


5 4 




14 




-5.7 



i»'4-77 4.171 758.279 182 42.511 12 2 52. Wf 

1977.78 4.127 748.148 184 47.004 115 J .Cl5 

19-8-79 3.944 744.73tfi 189 41.212 11 8 M.942 

.5.44 -1.5 15 * 



I«"%-7 V1978-79 
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Table b Pmenl ^.hanite iu Nriected private whmti variables betv^eeii 1976-77 and I97H 7*J. bv afftlia 
tion. t>pc* ot fai Jit> . and nck of student, and b> t>pe of sihiH)! I'nited States 
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Table F Percent chan^ in ^elected private M:hf>ol variables between |9"6-''"' and I9*S "9.b> tvpeof 
fjcihrv anJ \e\ fit student, and bv affiliation I nited States 
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IMe G -N.umbei and iKrcriit distrit>utioo of private schools, by affiiiation. type of facUity . and sex of 
student, and bv type of school United SUtes. fall 1976 77 to 1978-79 
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Table H NumUr and percent distribution of private schools, by type of facUity and s^ of student, 
and fry affiliation t'njted States ,1976-77 I97H-79 



PERCeNT, DIS'« IB'JT 1 ON 
TtP£ UF FACILITY x OF STu[fNT 
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Table I - Number anJ pcr«.eiu distribution of |)ri\alc nlHooK. b\ jffiiijiion. i\ pc ot 
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Tabic M -Number and percent distribution of the fuU-time equivalent number of private school class- 
room teachers, by affdiation. type of facUity. and sex of student, and by type of school: 
United Sutes. 1976 to 1978 
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Table N. -Number and percent distribution of full-time equivalent private school classroom teachers, by 
type of facility and sex of student, and by affdiation: United State^T 1976 to 1978 
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Table 0. -Number and percent distribution of the full-time equivalent pri\'ate school chssroom teachers. 

by affdiation. type of facility, and sex of student, ^nd by type and size of school: L'nited 
States, fall 1978 









C »T-uLlC 








• 

T 

DAT LlNLT 






- 1 *»t J 




































LtSS TftAN 


100 




lb. 1 


5? . ' 






eo . 0 


7 ."^ 






'»2. 0 


^.1 


2.0 


100*400 






^ J . i 






21,0 




I . • 




7 . 1 




3. 3 


j.e 




•«0U 


1 1 1 ol 3 


01 










O.e 






OvJ, J 


10.3 
















































1.7 






•Je. J 






ttSS l''*'^ 


too 






• b. 5 






"So. 0 




2. 5 


i.o 


0.2 


















0,1 




J ,0 




1. 1 












9. 5 








O-i 










uo 
























t»7.9 




13.4 


ttSS T"*^ 


100 




1 7 .6 


5<) • u 












59. J 


























12. b 


20. S 










'.1 








I .w 




b. 7 




23.1 




























•NO StCuHjAHT 




























1 Oa 






. 1 






e 7 . 0 






7.2 


<»7, i 


I .Ct 


1.1 
















<?c. 5 












2,«* 




'too 












VI. 2 


U .0 




P. I 


QQ,0 


S.4 


^•0 


















































1.2 


tESS T«4f» 


lOti 








\ 


7»1, 


01 .S 


Jb.i 






08, 1 




I00*«l00 














bl.S 


1 1 .2 




i^2 


'''5.2 




g.i 




400 


t>^7 








7J,^ 


^b.5 


2 




-^3 


e*j.7 




0*0 



Table P.-Private school pupil/teacher ratios, by affiliation, type of facility, and sex of student, and by 

type of school United States, fall 1978 ^ 



National Affiliation Not Day Boarding Coed- Boys Clrls 

Type of school average Catholic Other affiliated only only Combined ucatlonal only only 



All schools 


18 


6 


22.8 


16. 


2 


11.8 


19, 


5 


9 


3 


10.2 


19.0 


16. 


7 


15.5 


Elementary and 
middle 


22 


5 


25.2 


17. 


6 


13.4 


22 


6 


13 


0 


16.1 


22.6 


15, 


1 


15.1 


Secondary 


17 


1 


19.1 


13 


3 


10.8 


18 


4 


9 


9 


10.6 


16.9 


18 


1 


16.6 


Combined elementary 
and secondary 


lU 


5 


17.8 


15 


8 


12.9 


lU 


9 


10 


9 


11.3 


14.7 


13 


7 


11.4 


Special, vocational, 
and alternative 
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7.5 
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6.9 


7 
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7 


3 


5.8 


7.2 


7 




6.3 
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Xable Q.--Pri%ale school pupil'teacher ratios, by affllialion. by size an lype of sc'hoo!: Uui(e<i Slales, fall , 
197S 



Size and type 
of school 



National 
average 



ChuLch "Affiliation 



Cathol ic 



Other 



Not 
af f ilia ted 



All schools 

Less than 100 ^ 
100 - 400 

More than 400 
Elementary and 

aiddle 

Less than 100 

100 - 400 
More than 400 
Secondary 

Less than 100 

100 - 400 
More than 400 
Combined elementary 
and secondary 
Less than 100 

100 - 400 
More than 400 
Specialy vocational, 
and alternative 
Less than 100 

100 - 400* 
More than 400 



10.5 
18.2 
20.9 



13.7 
21.5 
27.1 

7.1 
13.0 
19.6 



11.0 
14.1 
15.4 



6.1 
7.9 
11.0 



12.5 
22.1 
24.1 



16.0 
23.8 
28.4 

7.4 
14.8 
20.4 



8.6 

17.8 
IS.l 



6.2 
7.6 
15.6 



12.8 
16.3 
17.5 



14.6 
18.1 
19.2 

7.8 
12.2 
16.9 



12.3 
15.3 
17.2 



6.8 
13.5 
20.0 



11.6 
13.9 



10.9 
13.3 
19.0 

6.4 
10.0 
13.6 



8.4 
12.4 
13.7 



6.0 
7.7 
9.4 



Table R -Number and percent distribution of private high school graduates, by affiliation, type of 
facility .and sex of student, and by type of school: United Sutes. 1975-76 to 1977-78 
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Table S.-Number and percent dbUibution of pmate high school graduaie>,. b> type ot faciiitv and 
of >tudent. and by affilialioii. 1975-76 to 1977-78 



Tt?e JF FACILITY : K ' b T . - i *• : 
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197S-'o 
19Tb- 7 7 
1977-73 


3 J I 0 0 a 
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I .« 
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a3bl 3 


70.7 
7S.I 


3.0 
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- 20, a 
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09.2 


b.^ 
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3.b 
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S I 0 I b 
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oe. 7 

ru.s 


5.rt 

4.0 
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ro. 3 
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7.V 
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Table T -Number and percent distribution of private high ^hoo! graduates, by affiliation, type 
facility . and sex of student . and by type and size of school: United Sutes. 1976-77 
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Table U -E^tinuted private school partictpatioa in selected fedeni assisUnce programs, by affdution: 
United Sure%. faU 1978 



Affiliation Not 



Federal program Total Catholic other affiliated 



Number of schools 


19,663 


9,849 


5,870 


3,944 


ESEA, Title I 

Number participating 
Percent participating 


6,446 
32.8 


4,974 
48.6 


896 
15.3 


576 
14.6 


ESEA, Title IV-B 

Number participating 
Percent participating 


13,404 
68.2 


9,172 
93.1 


2,504 
42.7 


1,728 
43.8 


ESEA, Title IV-C 
'Number participating 
Percent partcipating 


1,698 
8.6 

« 


1 242 
12.6 


227 
3.9 


6.8 


School Lunch 

Number participating 
Percent participating 


10,747 
54. 7 


7,074 
71.8 


2,185 
37.2 


1,488 
37.7 


Other programs 

Number participating 
Percent participating 


1,573 
8.0 


884 
9.0 


372 
6,3 


317 
8.0 
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/ 

■J 
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Table y -Estinuted private school participation in selected fedeial assistance programs, by type 
' schoolUnited Sutes. fall 1978 



Federal program Total Elementary Secondary Com bined Other _ 

Number of schools 19.663 12,749 2.418 3.348 1.148 
ESEA. Title I 

Number participating 6.446 , 5.387 285 410 364 

Percent participating 32.8-- 42.3 11.8 12.2 31.7 

ESEA. Title rV-B 

Number' participating 13.404 9.707 1.870 1.359 468 



Percent participating 



68.2 76.1 77.3 40.6 40.8 



ESEA. Title IV-C „ 

Number participating 1.698 1.292 192 162 52 

Percent participating 8.6 10.1 7.9 4.8 

School lunch , i mi a<ia 

-u.b.r p,rtlclp«lns 10.747 8.132 ..058 1.071 «6 



Percent participating 



Other programs 

Number participating 1.573 1.008 158 202 205 



Percent participating 8.0 



7.9 6.5 ^ 6.0 17.9 



I 
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Appendix A. 
Scope cind 
Limitations 



No conipLle list of private ><;hov>Is in the 
L'nited States has ever been compiled. A list of 
schools to be canvassed in this survey series was 
compiled by the Council for American Private 
hducation in 1975. Private scho-^l association 
membership lists. Stale education agency direc- . 
toiieb. g(rJTnmercial lists, and a list of schools 
Nuirveyed^by the Center in 196^ were used as 
Miiiirceb. Nursery schooU* thai, did not enroll 
vl.ildren above grade one were* excluded from the 
universe, m> an unknown number of schoiils. 
pupils, and teachers were not included in this 
report (although the totals are probably relatively 
smalll. 

A potentially serious data limitation resulted 
from the fact that about 10 percent of the schools, 
canvassed either failed or refused to respond to 
the surveys. An effort was made to contact non- 
respondents by telephone and partial data were 
rec^ved from mo^i. Unfortunately, many of the 
nt>nrespondents did not have listed telephones or 
could not be reached. * 

To compensate for the voids resulting from the 
lack of complete response, the Center engaged 
the services of the Statistical Analysis Group in 
Education (SAGt) of the American Institutes for 
Research (AIR) to design an imputation mi>del 



and assign missing values U *i nt nrespo'idents. To 
the extent possible, missing values were imputed 
based upon what the schoi.>ls had reported in a 
prior or subsequent year m the suney series. 
In some instances,, values had io be miiputed 
based upon r'eportb of similar scho^>ls. SAGH also 
Combined the data for the three survey years into 
a single data base from which all of the :ables 
included in this report were generated. Table A.l 
bhows the percentage of schools canvassed in each 
survey for which data for selected variables wvtc 
allocated by imputation. 

Since many of the values had to be imputed. 
all of 'the totals included in this report are esti- 
mates, and are subject to certain biases that may 
have been introduced by the imputation process 
used. The technical appendix describes the meth- 
odology employed to generate these data. Fstt- 
mates of bias for certain variables are also included 
in the technical appendix. 

Tabic A I -Imputation rates for selected variables 



Vtrlabl* 

Sex of student 
Typ« of raclllty 
School Typtt 
Federal frogma 
Me«b*rahlp 
Teacher a 

High School Craduetea 



fercenc of 


I'h^e r v.i f I (• 






1976-77 


1977-78 


1978- 


79 


16.9 


16.5 


12. 


1 


16.9 


16.5 


, 12, 


1 


16.9 


U.8 


12, 


1 


2B.4 


36.1 


31. 


0 


18.2 


17.0 


13. 


1 


21,1 


20.7 


12. 


.8 


15.9 


16.9 
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Appendix B. 

Survey 

Methodology 



This survey sencs was jointly planned by the 
National Center for Education Statistics, tiie 
Council for Anierican Pnvate Education, and the 
National Catholic EducaUonal AssociaUon. A mail 
questionaire was used in each of the three years. 
The Center contracted w^th the Council for Amen- 
can Pnvate EducaUoo (CAPE) and the National 
Catholic Educational Association (NCEA) for data 
collection and editing. Data for Catholic schools 
were obtained by the NCEA and dau for the re-- 
maining schools were obtained by CAPE. Ail 
noniespondent follow-up was conducted by these 
two organizations, including a final telephone 
contict to Khools which failed or refused to 
return completed survey forms. Respondents were 
asked to classify their schools by type (elemen- 
tary, middle, etc ). type of facility (day, boarding, 
etc), sex of student served, and church affiliation. 



/ tf any. They were asked to report the October 
enrollment and the full-time equivalent number 
.of teKhers employed. An iter,i indicating which, 
if any, of selected Federal assistance programs the 
school participated in was also included. 

Completed survey forms were edited by CAPE 
and NCES for completeness and reasonabihiy. 
Contact was made with individual schc^ols to venfy 
or correct entnes that appeared to be out «. f range. 
The com^^ed forms were then subjected to a 
mac*ii:.e edit by NCFS to identify any errors made 
in data entry. .All sucTi apparent errors were verifi- 
ed against the original survey forms and correc- 
tions made astieeded. 

All of the tables appearing in this report v^ere 
programmed and generated by NCES staff 

\ 



Hi€ previous numbcrtd ptp 
thi orifiitti (tocBRiiM MIS Mn^ 
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Appendix C. 
Definitions 



Several vjruble^ vtluch -re ^:lnllJ^eJ are del"ir\*i 
helrv* 

I V p«* ot SJi.n)! S^hooli are jlasiitled into four 
^■jtcouicb jc-cnrdinti lo level of irt^iruclion or l>pc 
ot prokiran pfovided. 

a |-leineniar> and nuddle Schools ierve 
pupiib in any combinaiion of grades below 
grade ^. provided that there is at least one 
urade below grade " dnd one grade above 
g:ade 1. 

b Secondary: Si.hools vihich serve pupils in 
any combination of grades above grade 6. 
Dui r:ot above grade 1 2. 

c. Cornbined elementar> and secondary: 
Schools which serve pupils in any combina- 
tion of grades, provided there is at least one 
grade below grade 7 and one grade above 
grade 8. 

d. Special, vocational, and alternative: Sch(x)ls 
which serve handicapped pupds or vi>cation- 
al pupils exclusively or provide programs as 
alternatives to the regular'' programs, 



studerits. A count ot buarJi! 
obtained in the survevs. 



students Was iioi 



Note 



Since ^rollments were tabulated by type 
of vchiV)L a IS not possible to obtain en- 
rollment figures by elementary or sec- 
ondary levels of Instruction. 



I V pt- ot F j^ ilitv Schools were also classified ac- 
cording to whether they served day students only, 
bn'ardmg students only, or both dai" and boarding 



Churvl) \ffilution Schools were classified with 
respect to church affiliation or no affiliation. 
Catholic schools include those affiliated with the 
Roman Ca^hoUc Church, including rhe "private" 
Cathohc schools operated by religious t)rders. 
Otifer at'filiation includes schools asso-riated wall 
other religious denominations. In most cases> the 
parent church croup to some extent controls or 
subsidizes the school The nonaffiliated schools 
are usually privately operated or under control of 
a board of trustees or directors. 

I nrollituMU Enrollment is expressed as the num- 
ber of pupils in membership, i.e , the number of 
pupils on the school roll, on >r j' mt October 1 ot 
the scht)ol year. 

Icachcrs Numbers of teachers are exprt\>s d in 
full-time equivalents, i.e.. the sum of the number 
of full-time teachers ind the full-time equivalence 
of part-time teachers. It does not. therefore, 
represent the number of persons employed tiiH 
and part-time by the schools as teachers. 

Pufiil Tfaclior Ratio This ratio is obtained by 
dividing the number of pupils in meniLcrship by 
the 'Ull'time equivalent number of teachers. It 
does i, u reflect the number of pupils a given 
teacher might face in a given class within a school. 
The rat ios contained in the report were obtained 
by dividing the total number of pupils in a class 
of schools by the total PTE of teachers in that 
class of schools. 
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Appendix D. 

Missing Data 
Imputation 



The statistics contained in this report are based 
upon three >ears of complete data reported by 
schools that responded to the nonpublic school 
survey in any one or more of the three school 
years. 1976-77. 1977-78. and 1978-79. Some 
sch(x>ls did not respond to any of the three 
surveys, but were known to be open. Others failed 
to respond to one or two of the surveys, but did 
report for at least one year. Many failed to report 
complete data In order to provide more reliable 
national est:mates, values for missing data were 
assigned through a complex micro-imputation 
process. The following presents a brief description 
of the techniques lised and a summary of their 
effects on the statistics m this report. 

Smce the same data set was collected in each of 
the three years, it was possible to impute values 
for the missing data based upon values that were 
reported either m a previous or succeeding survey 
year. For categorical variables, e.g . type of school, 
church affiliation, etc., if a school reported the 
variable in one of the three years, it was inserted 
for a missing value in other years. For numeric 
vanar'«*s such as enrollment, reported values were 
used io provide a more sensitive linear regression 
csitinaie of the variable of interest. These esti- 
mates were determined by regressing the ratio of 
the current years values to the **other** year's 
values on variables present in the data set. To 
preserve the variance of these estimates, a random 
normal deviate was added to each rati<« estii.iate. 

If data elements werr missing for ;*P iiii*v sur- 
vey years imputations ivere based only on the 
current year's data. For the categorical : 'lables, 
schools were grouped homogeneously, the distri- 



bution ol responses within a given group was 
determined, and values were assigned with a 
probability proportional to the frequency with 
which It occiiired in the group. Tliese groups were 
formed on th^c basis of ( U church affdiation. (2) 
school type by aftliiation, or (3) a schools score 
on a linear regression function that was a weighted 
linear combination of several variables in the data 
set. 

For most of the numeric variables, missing data 
were imputed using hnear regression techniques 
and adding a pseudo-random error term to pre- 
serve vanance estimates. Variables were imp/jted 
in a fixed order so that correlations among the 
variables could be preserved, and so that, for 
example, the first imputed variable (total enroll- 
nient> could be used as a predictor in subsequent 
regression analyses. All regiessions included church 
aftlliation, sex of students served, day boarding 
status, and . onimunity si/e. ami all imputations 
were done separately by type of school. When 
possible, intermediate variables that had small 
coefficients of variation relative to the variable of 
interes' were used as the acpendent variable in the 
regressior^ estimales. 

llie purpose of the imputation process was lo 
provide a file iror computing national summary 
statistics, and not to generate precise estimates for 
individual schools. Therefore, validation of these 
imputation techniques was concerned primarily 
with the accuracy of the imputed values for 
reproducing summary statistics. The paran^eters 
of interest included the overall distribution of 
each categorical variable, the mean and standard 
deviation of the numeric variables, and correlation 
Ci)*?fficients among variables. 



I he previous numbered (Mgi 
ihe original documeflt was Mwtk 



reported and ;i:ipurcd vjiueb ihj^ uere u-x.'d !<> 
i:c:Terjrc rhe ;jble^. ji-ntjirTcd in tlii rer^»rt. 

The pfiri.ir> lejfinique Uk j>M.*bsr'u the jc- 
!jrjc\ o! the :inpiUJli*ui resuU> *:^'^^:b^ed *)t 
Nc'^erj! ^tepN. Fui.!, j >jmple o\ ^chot^ls dr;iviri 
ti>r \^huh all vjIul's v^en^ reported. NevJ, >oiTie of 
the VJluc^ v^ere in asked. Then, values vtere imput- 
ed tor ihow masked. Fiiiail>> the '>uniinjr\' sta- 
tistics derived troni this priKess wore Loinpjred 
\Mth those compiled t'roni ihe actual reported 
values tor the l^^'^-'^h surve\ year. This process 
\^as earned out separateK tor mail and telepfione 
respt>ndents as s^el! as tor respondents tor whom 
repi>rted data were available only from the N'^b 
surv-jv Tills last group w.is included because it 
represented. aN well as pt)ssihle. true non-respond- 
eiit-j SiTKe ni) data were reported for this latter 
iZroup. l^"""* Values were imputed from i*^"'6 data 
before ilie validation pnvess Avas carried out 

Representative resalts of the vahdatu)n s*'jd> 
are presented m tables D-3 and D4 t\>r categorical 
and numeric variables respectivoiv . Ulule the mi- 
puted data reproduced the djstributit>ns in table 
D-3 t|uiie well, 'he difterences amont the three 



respoiJeiH croups j; :>ear to be uriderestimjie-.^ 
v^h.eii imp I" i data di^ iriseiied. This undeiestinu- 
lion is also rellecied iii ilie means iri table 1)4 
and IS mvst hkeU dje to a ''rei:ressi'.)n toward 'lie 
mean'' eft'e^t 

In addilioi, to simple nispe<.tivui ot tfie elte.i 
wt" tmputine missini: data, estimates the deciee 
ot eiroi iiuroduced intv) tfie total file b> the im- 
putations a^e shovin m tables D-5 and D-tv These 
estimates ci^mbme the decree » ' i"'as estimated 'or 
mail and telephone respondei, !s as well as non- 
respondents. Tlie> also include the resuh^ t>f 
each imputation technique, with counts of the 
num'^er of times each procedure was a^tiiallv 
used tor ci*.h response cateci>r\'. For the cate- 
i:v)rical varubles. the estimawd .total bias is less 
tfian one^half ot" one percent for the variables 
analvsed. Fi>r riumeric variabL-s. however, the bias 
i3 Nomewhat lareer. These biases do not po^e 
serious problems foi comparisons between veais. 
since little bias was found for imputinc one sear's 
Values ' nm a previous or subsequent \ear's data. 

A more detailed description of tlie imputation 
process and a more Ci)mprehensive report on tjie 
results of the validation studv are available upon 
request frorti NC FS. 
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Table I) I Numhcf nt wJncn v^itU reixirtcU and imputed \aluirs. b\ respondent popaL:ioii, 1^:'~-"S 
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rit vi-. 








far lab U 


Hall 


Phoaa 




Tctal 


Ptrcrct 


Mall 


Phone 


R/R 


Total 


Ptrcent 


KaII 


Phona 


M/R 


Total 


Pare 


aot 


%mm •f acudcBC 


12.833 


3.932 


0 


16.76S 


83. S 


IS 




2,494 


2.538 


12.8 


I 


1 


770 


772 


3. 


8 


tmj or teardlAf facility 


12.833 


3.929 


0 


18,762 


83.} 


15 


32 


2.494 


2.541 


12.8 


I 


1 
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772 


3. 


8 
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12.833 


3.990 
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85.2 


15 


U 


2.494 
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U.8 


I 


1 
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2. 


3 


Total aaroIlMac 


12.829 


3.841 


0 


18.870 


83.1 


19 


89 


2.323 


2.411 


U.O 


1 


52 
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5, 


0 


Total taac^ara 
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0 
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22 
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2,910 
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4. 


9 
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2,413 
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•Boftraopoa d aata 
M1978 or 1978 



Tah»le 0 2 -DiMhbution ot reported jw} imputed values and percent imputed, by year 
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Table D-3 1 -Com pari vui of actual 


and imputed di 


stributions among selected variables 
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Table b-i l '-Comparison of actiul and imputed dbtributtons and rebtionships* among selected cate- 
gorical variables 



Z with Z vlth 

Day <»nly** Spec edut. programb*^* lillr I lundinii^** 



Actual Actual Actual 

n Actual imputed n Actual Imputed n Actual Igputcd 



Sbhool Typa 



A,B Elctt/Mlddla 


1190 


98.5 


97.8 


801 


1.6 


1.3 


801 


49.1 


47.8 


C Sacoodary 


234 


76.1 


76.1 


149 


2.0 


2.7 


147 


8.8 


16.7 


D C Cottbload 


427 


94.6 


91.2 


77 


2.6 


2.6 


77 


16.9 


7.0 


E-C Otbar 


168 


65.4 


57.3 


41 


73.2 


73.2 


40 


22.5 


40.5 


Sex Servad 




















A Kalaa Only 


S4 


54.8 


89.4 


44 


9.1 


13.6 


43 


14.0 


21.1 


B Feaalaa Only 


65 


83.1 


89.2 


46 


0.0 


2.2 


46 


2.2 


13.0 


C Coad 


1892 


94.1 


91.2 


978 


4.5 


4.0 


976 


43.1 


41.6 



• The reUlJonships ite summ^ri/ed in terms < *" row 
p<rccnH. In th- fii t cell, for example. 98.5% of the 
eiemenury 'm uldle sch<K>U were day >nly. while 
only 76 1? f the »cct>ndjry svlitMjU \^ereday onl> 



B4srd upon fhe Ci)mbined mjil jnd telephone surve\ 
umplcs 

••• B^sed upon the mail survey sample only. 



Table D4 -Test of **curTent year only*' imputations for continuous variables for the mail and telephone 
respondents and nonrespondents 



ieapondtot 
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K 


Hcaa 


Standard 

d«^tati<kn 


Ho. 

stui 
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Total 




Actual 


laputed Actual 


Imputed Actual Imputed Actual Imputed Actual laputad 


Hail Survay 


Total lliaabar 


























of Studeota 


1066 


291.8 


283.0 


236.3 


162.2 


X 


X 


.82 


.66 


.55 


.52 


Telapbooa Sunray 




956 


172.6 


202.5 


196.3 


145.7 


S 


X 


.78 


.84 






Hooraapondaota 




2368 


181.4 


215.7 


214.1 


163.7 


X 


X 


.83 


.75 


.37 


.47 


Hall Sunray 


Hiabar of 


1066 


14.3 


15.3 


11.7 


11.8 


.82 


.66 


X 


X 


.81 


.85 




Teachara 
























Talaphooa Sunray 




772 


11.3 


17.1 


11.1 


13.1 


.78 


.84 
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X 






Von ra a pondao ta 




2307 


11.1 


14.9 


12.7 


12.3 


.83 


.75 


X 


X 


.61 




Hall Sunray 


Total 


849 


241.7 


239.6 


335.0 


278.0 


.55 


.52 


.81 


.85 


X 


X 



Incc 



Talephona Survay 

Wonretponidenta 



254 296.9 324.7 486.9 463.6 
818 234.6 288.2 413.9 361.5 



.37 



.47 



.73 
.61 



.87 
.76 



* Income flturca ara la thouaaada of dollara. 
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Table D-5 -Estimated percentage bias in reported touls for selected categories of selected discrete 
variables (1977) 



Category 



Sutnbcr ot schools 



Nuinhcr ol schools 
olIiTin^ J spck^ul 
I'ducjiH^n I urru uluin 



SurnhiT ol set >h)U 
rcii'ivm^- I SI A 
I i\\c I support 



Total Parccntagc BUa, Includlttt «-0.2Z 

Caaaa vith Actual Data (o«20075) 

Icportad Total EatlMCa. Aftar 3451 
toputatHoa 

ftavlaad Total EatlMta aftar 3466 
biputatlofi Blaa Corractloa 

(Eatlaata if Vooraapoodaat (2704) 
Dalatad fro« Unlvaraa) 

(Catlttata If Woorcapondcnta Aaalgoad (3175) 
HaaD Valua for Hespondcnts^ 



-o.ox 

(■420075) 
18357 



18361 
(15636) 
(18726) 



-O.U 
(d-20075) 

1331 
1542 
(631) 
(987) 



-0.5X 
(d-20075) 

6351 
6451 
(5008) 

(7r75) 



Table D-6 -Estimated percentage bias in reported totals for key continuous variables 



Variable 



Current <*perjtinfj 

Category (;ij5»sr<ioni expenditures 

EnrolliDent tejchcrs (in Jolljrs) 



Total Percentage Blaa, including 1.4Z 3-1* 6.3X 

Casea with Actual Data (n.20075) (n-20075) (n-20075) 



Reported Total Estloate, after 5,140,000 278,161 5,103,000,000 
l&putatlon 

Revised Estimate, after 5,067,000 269,509 4,783,000,000 
laputation Blaa Correction 

(Estimate if Nonrespondenta Deleted (4,522,000) (226,647) (2,633,000,000) 
from Universe) 

(Estimate if Konrespondents Assigned 

Mean Value for Nonrespondenta) (5,A49,000) (285,710) (5,122,000,000) 
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Appendix E. 
Basic Tables 



TaMe E-l -Number of private schools, by affiliation, type of facility, and sex of student, and by type of 
school: United Sutes. 1976 to 1978 



c*«u»»c« AFriLUTiUM TTPf or rACiLMv of student 



KNOOL fV^C TOTAL 


CaIhOlIC 






DAT UMLV 


HUftWf/Idft ONLY 




CUeOuCATIUMAL 


But 5 ONLT 


&I»LS UNLT 


fums 






























«17| 


16750 


J99 


"32 


ie79ft 


ft«A 


*•! 






'•I J 


• 0)1 


•111 


isroi 




1000 


104S2 


757 


*e2 


l«7t*7« 






SB70 




11)19 


see 


9Sft 


ii)2A 


700 


*59 
























f*iopte 






















|«7»*77 






JJ«7 


l«7ft 


1277.1 


7S 


11* 


12«H 


71 


51 


|«77*7« 




«oS« 


>«2 7 


1«S) 


I27t| 


Aft 


97 


127AI 


119 


ft7 


l«7i*7« 


l^7•• 


0o^o 


}}«S 




I2ftl« 


}• 


9T 


12SI$ 


107 


S7 
























|«7**71 


^♦'"*» 


iSS2 


• S« 


«7J 


1970 


107 


• 07 


1*07 


592 


• OS 


|«77»7t 




1S>« 




«ft« 


|9ie 


1 1 1 


«55 


1$52 


• 20 


^10 


|«7i-7« 






•ss 


««s 


iiai 


112 




l^S* 


• OA 


A7e 






















AMD 5CCUi)rU«*y 






















|«7ft*77 




l«u 






M^fi 


AS 


102 


i2*» 




*l 


|«T7-7» 




1 \9 


20ftS 




Jv0 7 




<'l 5 


5500 


i: 


*9 


l«7i*7* 




1}S 




1219 


510S 


AS 


19$ 


iiie 


•s 


75 


mCUL, vOC*TlJN*4., 




















•MO *LT(l»MATlvi 






















|«7ft«.77 




192 


9t 




016 


1*9 


227 


lOfS 


90 


57 


k«7T*7| 




165 


s) 




7es 


1*9 


^b7 


lf72 


102 


5* 


l«7«*7^ 




1 7» 


7ft 


09ft 


719 


190 


2 59 


102} 


• A 


51 



TaUe E-2.~i4umbcr of private schools, by type of facility and sex of student. and by affiliation: United 
Scales. 1976 to 1978 



TYPfc Uf FACILITY SEX OF STUDENT 

CHURCH AFFILIATION T'lTiL l>Ar Ui^L f bUAKUING Ut^LY CUHblNEU CU£DUC A T I UNaL bUYS UNLY GIHLS ONLY 



TOTALS 





2UU0I 


IM7S0 


i99 


9 32 


18796 


644 


641 


1^77-78 




ld7oi 


570 


1000 


186S2 


737 


682 


If78-7« 


1966} 


18J19 


366 


9b6 


18 32« 


700 


6 59 


CATmn.ic 
















1976-77 


9966 


9666 


«?7 


193 


9160 


329 


477 


|f77-7S 




V6«4d 


71 


194 


9037 


36 3 


bl5 


l97«-79 


9549 




bO 


171 


9009 


36 3 


477 


OThEK affiliation 
















1^76-77 


S9a<i 


ssso 


96 


298 


b74l2 


lib 


77 


1977-7*: 


6051 


bt>lt> 


81 




5774 


170 


87 


Ii7a-7<* 


5970 


*>«;9 


7« 


317 


b636 


Ibl 


85 


MOT AFFILIATED 
















l«76-;7 


4171 


3Sl*i 


216 


44 1 


3894 


19u 


87 


I977-M 


«l^7 


3ai7 


218 


«I9^ 


3«*»1 


204 


82 


t97tt-79 


3V«« 




2S4 


468 


3679 


186 


79 



r BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

ttwortgWdocoRiMtiasblink. 

o 

ERIC 



fable E 3 Number of private schools, by affiliation, type of facility, and sex of student, and by type 
and size of school: United States, fall 1978 
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Table E4 - Number of private school students, by affiliation, type of facility , and sex of student, and by 
type of school: United States, 1976 to 1978 
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Table E-S.~Number of private school students, by type of facility, and sex of student, and by affiliation: / 
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Table E-6.--Number of private school students, by affiliation, type of facility , and sex of student, and by 
type and si^e of school: United Sutes, fall 1978 
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